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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the amendment is 
automatically withdrawn. 

Mr. LEVIN. I move to reconsider the 
vote, and I move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senator SCHU-
MER be granted 5 minutes to speak as 
in morning business, and the 5 minutes 
would come off our time on this side 
from the Iraq amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, and I will 
not object, I simply wish to acquaint 
Senators with the fact that we are be-
ginning a 5-hour debate on the Levin 
amendment; is that correct? 

Mr. LEVIN. That is correct. 
Mr. WARNER. And within that pe-

riod of time, speaking for my time, I 
will manage the time, but I would be 
anxious to have those colleagues who 
wish to participate to indicate to me 
the periods which would be most con-
venient for them, and I will do my very 
best to accommodate all of the speak-
ers. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I 
would make the same statement on be-
half of our side, that Senators who do 
wish to speak in support of my amend-
ment let us know, and we will try to 
work in as many as possible. There is a 
great demand for time, but it would 
help us a great deal to know who it is 
who seeks to speak, and we will try to 
sequence people to the best of our abil-
ity for the convenience of everyone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Senator from New York is recog-
nized. 
HOMELAND SECURITY FUNDING SHORTAGES FOR 

NEW YORK 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

want to thank my colleagues from 
Michigan and Virginia for their gra-
ciousness. I am about to speak at a 
hearing that is occurring across the 
hall in the House on homeland security 
funds. 

As you know, Madam President, 
homeland security funds were struck a 
cruel blow against the city and State 
of New York. Despite the fact that we 
are the epicenter of terrorism, despite 

the fact that every day the New York 
Police and Fire Departments have to 
go all out to protect us, our funding 
was cut by 40 percent in the city fund-
ing and 36 percent in New York State 
funding. It came as a total shock and 
surprise to all of us, particularly since 
Secretary Chertoff had promised that 
he was going to rectify the funding in-
adequacies and restore New York to 
full funding. He did that for 1 year, but 
then we went right back to receiving 
an inadequate amount. 

Just recently we learned from Mr. 
Suskind’s book that New York subways 
were targeted with cyanide by al- 
Qaida. The bottom line is very simple. 
There are threats against New York 
regularly, and every week and every 
day the brave police officers and fire-
fighters and others in New York are on 
vigilance to make sure we are not 
struck by terror. All of a sudden the 
funding is cut—a slap in the face to 
this Nation’s promise for New York. 

At today’s hearing, there is a gen-
tleman who is missing: Secretary 
Chertoff. He should be testifying and 
answering questions, not sending a sub-
altern to answer those questions, but 
he should be there himself because he 
made commitments to New York, com-
mitments that have not been lived up 
to by the Department of Homeland Se-
curity. 

There are so many questions about 
why funding was cut. Just take the ra-
tionale that they want to fund systems 
more than they want to fund per-
sonnel. First, against cyanide, there 
are no systems to be funded. Cyanide 
can be made easily. We don’t have any 
kind of detector. The only way to 
guard against the threat that occurred 
in 2003 is better training and more per-
sonnel on the subways. That is what 
New York City did. 

Second, New York did apply for fund-
ing in terms of equipment. The so- 
called ring of steel, which would have 
protected downtown, was part of New 
York’s grant. Yet the funding was cut. 
Secretary Chertoff bounces from ra-
tionale to rationale to rationale as to 
why our funding was cut, but none of 
them are satisfactory. 

Unfortunately, there is terrorism in 
the world. Unfortunately, New York 
City has always been, is today, and will 
continue to be the No. 1 target of ter-
rorists. And for this Department of 
Homeland Security and this Govern-
ment to abdicate its responsibility and 
not provide New York with the funding 
that it needs is an absolute disgrace. 
The funding cut, the percentage that 
we went down is just unpardonable. 

I am urging Secretary Chertoff to 
come clean and to testify before the 
House and the Senate and to answer 
the questions that New Yorkers and all 
Americans of goodwill have. He is not 
there today. He should be. But make no 
mistake about it. As a united delega-
tion, Democrats and Republicans to-
gether, we will press the issue to both 
try and get the kind of funding we de-
serve this year out of other pots of 

money and change the formula for next 
year so that this kind of poor treat-
ment of the No. 1 target of terrorists in 
America—New York—will not con-
tinue. 

Again, I thank my colleagues for 
their graciousness, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

AMENDMENT NO. 4320 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I call 

up amendment No. 4320 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. LEVIN], 
for himself, Mr. REED, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mrs. CLINTON, and Mr. BIDEN, pro-
poses an amendment numbered 4320. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that further read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
AMENDMENT NO. 4320 

(Purpose: To state the sense of Congress on 
United States policy on Iraq) 

At the end of subtitle A of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1209. UNITED STATES POLICY ON IRAQ. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘United States Policy on Iraq 
Act of 2006’’. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Global terrorist networks, including 
those that attacked the United States on 
September 11, 2001, continue to threaten the 
national security of the United States and 
are recruiting, planning, and developing ca-
pabilities to attack the United States and its 
allies throughout the world. 

(2) Winning the fight against terrorist net-
works requires an integrated, comprehensive 
effort that uses all facets of power of the 
United States and the members of the inter-
national community who value democracy, 
freedom, and the rule of law. 

(3) The United States Armed Forces, par-
ticularly the Army and Marine Corps, are 
stretched thin, and many soldiers and Ma-
rines have experienced three or more deploy-
ments to combat zones. 

(4) Sectarian violence has surpassed the in-
surgency and terrorism as the main security 
threat in Iraq, increasing the prospects of a 
broader civil war which could draw in Iraq’s 
neighbors. 

(5) United States and coalition forces have 
trained and equipped more than 116,000 Iraqi 
soldiers, sailors, and airmen, and more than 
148,000 Iraqi police, highway patrol, and 
other Ministry of Interior forces. 

(6) Of the 102 operational Iraqi Army com-
bat battalions, 69 are either in the lead or 
operating independently, according to the 
May 2006 report of the Administration to 
Congress entitled ‘‘Measuring Stability and 
Security in Iraq’’; 

(7) Congress expressed its sense in the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2006 (119 Stat. 3466) that ‘‘calendar year 
2006 should be a period of significant transi-
tion to full Iraqi sovereignty, with Iraqi se-
curity forces taking the lead for the security 
of a free and sovereign Iraq, thereby creating 
the conditions for the phased redeployment 
of United States forces from Iraq’’. 
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